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death the Indian penal code came into force; it had been drawn
up by Macaulay under the influence of BenthanVs and James
Mill's ideas, so that Bentham, who had failed to give a legal
code to England^ did actually become the posthumous legislator
of the vastest of her possessions/1
The moral outlook of the Benthamites was somewhat singular.
Intellectually, they were emancipated; in theory, they lived for
pleasure; in economics, they held that a sane man will pursue
his pecuniary self-interest. Politically, they advocated great
changes, but without heat, without enthusiasm, without visible
generosity of sentiment even when they went against their own
interest and that of their class; some of them, and notably
Bentham, showed a rare indifference to pecuniary self-interest,
and a readiness to sacrifice large sums to friendship or a public
object; as for pleasure, one feels that they had read of it in
books, and supposed it must be a good thing, but that hi their
lives they knew nothing of it; and their intellectual emancipation
never passed over into any action contrary to the received moral
code—except, perhaps, in James Mill's rather timid advocacy of
neo-Malthusianism, and Place's rather bolder propaganda in the
same direction. With the exception of Place, they were all
'bookish* men; the action in which their impulse to activity found
its most natural outlet was that of writing. There was no rough-
and-tumble in their lives; none of them would have known what
to do with a horse-dealer or a card-sharper or even an ordinary
drunkard.
The morals of James Mill as described by his son are typical
of the sect:
In ethics, his moral feelings were energetic and rigid on all
points which he deemed important to human well being, while
he was supremely indifferent in opinion (though his indifference
did not show itself in personal conduct) to all those doctrines of
the common morality, which he thought had no foundation but
in asceticism and priestcraft. He looked forward, for example, to a
considerable increase of freedom in the relations between the
sexes, though without pretending to define exactly what would
bej or ought to be, the precise conditions of that freedom. This
opinion was connected in him with no sensuality either of a
theoretical or of a practical kind. He anticipated, on the con-
trary, as one of the beneficial effects of increased freedom, that
1 Halevy, The Growth of Philosophic Radicalism, p. 510.

